
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- March 23, 1966 

Appeal No. 8636 Karl F. and S i g r i d  Olsen, appe l l an t s  

The Zoning Administrator  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  t h e  fol lowing 
Order was entered  by t h e  Board a t  t h e  meeting of March 30, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE UU'E OF ORDER: May 6, 1966 
ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  a va r i ance  from t h e  s i d e  yard requirements of 
t h e  R-1-B D i s t r i c t  t o  permit a two s t o r y  rear a d d i t i o n  t o  dwelling a t  
3726 Kanawha S t r e e t ,  N.W., l o t  1, square 1873, be granted.  

From t h e  record and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  pub l i c  hearing,  
t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  following f a c t s :  

1. Appel lan t ' s  l o t  i s  improved with a two s t o r y  b r i c k  dwelling. 

2. Appe l l an t s t  l o t  has a 60.63 foo t  f ron tage  on Kanawha S t r e e t ,  
a w e s t  l i n e  dimension of 85 f e e t ,  an  east dimension of 90.61 f e e t ,  and a 
rear l o t  l i n e  on a pub l i c  a l l e y  measuring 29.95 f e e t .  

3. The e x i s t i n g  dwelling was b u i l t  between 1920 and 1925. 

4, Appellant  acqui red  t h e  proper ty  on September 21, 1965. 

5. Appellant  proposes t o  e r e c t  a two s t o r y  r e a r  a d d i t i o n  contiguous 
t o  t h e  east proper ty  l i ne .  The proposed a d d i t i o n  would be spaced from t h e  
w e s t  p roper ty  l i n e  by a space which would va ry  from a maximum of 13 f e e t  
t o  a minimum of 8 inches,  

6. Sec t ion  3305,l of t h e  Zoning Regulations provides t h a t  t h e r e  
be a minimum of 8 f o o t  s i d e  yard i n  t h e  R-1-B D i s t r i c t .  

7. There was no ob jec t ion  t o  t h e  grant ing  of t h i s  appeal  r e g i s t e r e d  
a t  t h e  pub l i c  hearing. 

8. The record  conta ins  one l e t t e r  recommending t h a t  t h e  appeal  be 
granted . 

9. The proposed a d d i t i o n  w i l l  no t  cause t h e  bui ld ing  t o  exceed 
t h e  l o t  occupancy requi ruaents  of thed R-1-B D i s t r i c t ,  
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OPINION : 

The Board i s  of t h e  opinion t h a t  appel lant  has proved a hardship 
within t h e  provisions of t h e  variance c lause  of the  s t a t u t e ,  and t h a t  
a  denia l  of t h e  requested r e l i e f  would r e s u l t  i n  pecu l i a r  and exceptional  
p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and undue hardship upon t h e  owner. 

The Board i s  a l s o  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  r e l i e f  requested can be 
granted without s u b s t a n t i a l  detriment t o  t h e  publ ic  good and without 
s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impairing t h e  in ten t ,  purpose, and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  
zoning p lan  a s  embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulations and Map. 


